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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
02/08/2007 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 111-114, 116-120, 127, 129, and 
131-138 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 135 and 138 are objected to because of the following informalities: In 
line 10 of the claim "the web server" is reference before a web server is disclosed. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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5. Claims 111, 135, and 138 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

6. The term "low-latency" in claims 111, 135, and 138 is a relative term which 
renders the claim indefinite. The term "low-latency" is not defined by the claim, the 
specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one 
of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the 
invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 111-114, 116-120, 127, 129, 131, 133, and 135-138 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Enright et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,583,813). 

Regarding claim 111, Enright et al. discloses: 

A digital video management system for low-latency remove live 
video monitoring of one or more areas or processes of interest, the system 
including: a plurality of cameras (cameras 186, 188, 190 Fig. 11), each 
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camera having a respective camera streamer (hardware interface 170 Fig 
10) configured to packetize the camera output and to provide low-latency 

♦ 

live first video signals to a computer communications network (13:62- 
14:22 and 14:49-15:20, Fig. 3, 28:8-21 , 28:51-67, and 29:11-18, note the 
images can be provides virtually simultaneously to the remote user); a 
video server (mini server 192, 194, 196) configured for linking to the 
network, configured to receive the first video signals and configured to be 
responsive to a predetermined schedule for storing on a storage media 
associated with the server at least some of the first video signals wherein 
the serve is configured to access the stored signal and to access the low- 
latency live first video signal to selectively provide packetized playback 
second video signals and packetized low-latency live second video signal 
respectively (28:51-67, 29:20-44, 48:54-49:8); at least one client computer 
terminal configured for linking to the network for providing the 
predetermined schedule and for receiving either of the second signals 
(28:51-67 and 48:54-49:8). 
Regarding claim 112, see the rejection of claim 1 1 1 and note that Enright el al. 
further discloses: 

The predetermined schedule includes a plurality of time based 
trigger points and the server stores the first video signals starting at a first 
predetermined period prior to each point and a second predetermined 
period after each point (18:30-46 and 21:20-41). 
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Regarding claim 113, see the rejection of claim 1 1 1 and note that Enright et al. 
further discloses: 

The predetermined schedule includes a plurality of event based 
trigger points and the server stores the first video signals starting at a first 
predetermined period prior to each point and a second predetermined 
period after each point (18:30-46 and 21:20-41). 
Regarding claim 114, see the rejection of claim 113 and note that Enright et al. 
further discloses: 

A sensor for providing a third signal to the network, wherein one of 
the event based trigger points comprises the third signal falling within a 
predetermined range (Motion detection 18:30-46). 
Regarding claim 116, see the rejection of claim 112 and note that Enright et al. 
further discloses: 

The first and second predetermined periods are configurable based 
upon one or more of: on a per camera basis, on a per area basis, on an 
event type basis (21:20-41 and 35:56-36:16). 
Regarding claim 117, see the rejection of claim 112 and note that Enright et al. 
further discloses: 

The duration of the first and second predetermined periods are 
configurable (18:30-46). 
Regarding claim 118, see the rejection of claim 1 1 1 and note that Enright et al. 
further discloses: 
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A plurality of client terminals and a controller for controlling the 
second signals that are provided to respective terminals (37:28-47, 28:51- 
67, 29:11-30, and 37:13-27). 
Regarding claim 119, see the rejection of claim 118 and note that Enright et al. 
further discloses: 

The terminals provide over the network respective camera control 
commands to the video server and the video server processes those 
commands and generates control signals that are sent to the relevant 
camera via the network (35:15-23). 
Regarding claim 120, see the rejection of claim 118 and note that Enright et al. 
further discloses: 

The processing of the commands by the video server includes a 
determination of whether or not the terminal sending the respective 
command has access rights to the relevant camera (37:13-27). 
Regarding claim 127, see the rejection of claim 1 1 1 and note that Enright et al. 
further discloses: 

The first video signals are compressed by the cameras (13:62- 
14:22 and 14:49-15:20 and Fig. 3). 
Regarding claim 129, see the rejection of claim 1 1 1 and note that Enright et al. 
further discloses: 

The camera streams compress the respective first video signals 
(13:62-14:22 and 14:49-15:20 and Fig. 3). 
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Regarding claim 131, see the rejection of claim 120 and note that Enright et al. 
further discloses: 

The controller is adapted to receive camera control functionality 
requests from the terminal and to forward camera control commands to 
the cameras (28:51-67, 29:11-44, and 35:15-23). 
Regarding claim 133, see the rejection of claim 131 and note that Enright et al. 
further discloses: 

The controller is adapted to grant or deny a control request in 
dependence upon security level information relating to a user making the 
request (37:13-27). 
Regarding claim 135, Enright et al. discloses: 

A digital video management system for low-latency remote live 
video monitoring of one or more areas or processes of interest, the system 
including: a plurality of cameras (cameras 186, 188, 190 Fig. 11) each 
having a respective camera streamer (hardware interface 170 Fig 10) 
configured to packetize the camera output to provide respect low-latency 
live video signals to a computer communications network (13:62-14:22 
and 14:49-15:20, Fig. 3, 28:8-21, 28:51-67, and 29:11-18, note the images 
can be provides virtually simultaneously to the remote user); a plurality of 
video servers (mini server 192, 194, 196) configured to be in 
communication with the network, each video server having a respective 
camera manager configured to manage a respective subset of said 
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plurality of cameras, wherein each video server is configured to receive 
the video signals from said subset of the cameras and, in response to 
receiving a command from the web server (image server 182), to provide 
access to one of said received video signals to a client computer (28:51- 
67 and 29:7-44, see also 48:54-49:8); a web server (image server 182) 
configured to be in communication with the network, the web server 
having a primary camera manager configured for receiving a command 
from a client computer terminal, for processing the command to determine 
a camera to which the command relates and for forwarding the command 
to the corresponding video server (29:7-44); and a client computer 
terminal configured to be in communication with the network and for 
generating a command to the web server and for receiving from the video 
server the video signal (29:7-44). 
Regarding claim 136, see the rejection of claim 135 and note that Enright et al. 
further discloses: 

A data server, and wherein at least one of said video servers is 
configured to be in communication with the data server to effect storage of 
at least some of the video signals (27:31 -40). 
Regarding claim 137, see the rejection of claim 136 and note that Enright et al. 
further discloses: 

The web server is configured, in response to a command from the 
client terminal, to provide access to the stored video signals (29:7-44). 
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Regarding claim 138, Enright et al. discloses: 

A method of managing a digital video system for low-latency 
remote live video monitoring of one or more areas or processes of 
interest, the method including the steps of: at each of a plurality of camera 
streamers (hardware interface 170 for each camera when connected to a 
corresponding mini server, Fig 10), receiving output from an associated 
camera (cameras 186, 188, 190 Fig. 11), and packetizing said output to 
provide respective low-latency live video signals to a computer network 
(13:62-14:22 and 14:49-15:20, Fig. 3, 28:8-21, 28:51-67, and 29:11-18, 
note the images can be provides virtually simultaneously to the remote 
user); at a plurality of video servers (mini server 192, 194, 196) in 
communication with the network, receiving the video signals from a subset 
of said plurality of streamers and in response to receiving a command 
from the web server (image server 182), providing access to one of said 
received video signals (28:51-67 and 29:7-44, see also 48:54-49:8); at a 
web server (image server 182), in communication with the network, 
receiving a command from a client computer terminal, processing the 
command to determine a camera to which the command relates and 
forwarding the command to the corresponding video server (29:7-44); and 
at a client computer terminal in communication with the network 
generating a command to the web server and receiving the video signal 
from a video server (29:7-44). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claim 132 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Enright 
et al. in view of Kuno (U.S. Patent No. 6,567,121). 

Regarding claim 132, see the rejection of claim 131 and note that Enright et al. is 
silent with regards to denying a control request when a camera is being controlled by 
another terminal. Kuno et al. discloses this in 5:6-1 1 , 5:36-42, 5:48-51 , and 6:61-67 and 
Fig. 9. An advantage to doing this allows clients to be queued for gaining the right of 
camera access as Kuno shows in 6:61-67. For this reason it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have Enright's 
system include denying a control request when a camera is being controlled by another 
terminal. 

11. Claim 134 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Enright 
et al. in view of Dangi et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,231 ,492). 

Regarding claim 134, see the rejection of claim 1 1 1 and note that Enright et al. is 
silent with regards to priority of the video stream over the audio stream. Dangi et al. 
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discloses this in 1 1 :36-1 2:2 and Fig. 30. Dangi et al. discloses that this is advantageous 



when for example a person stands up (eg movement) and the video data changes 
tremendously. For this reason it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have Enright's system include priority of the 
video stream over the audio stream. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas G. Giles whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2824. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 
7:30am to 4:00pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ngoc - Yen Vu can be reached on (571) 272-7320. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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